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The following constitutes a status report to the Court from the United States ¢f America
(“United States”) and the Walker River Paiute Tribe (“Tribe”) regarding activities we have undertaken
following the Court's last status conference with the parties on October 16, 2000, and issues to be
discussed with tae Court during the December 21, 2000 status conference. This report has been
provided to the Court and parties in advance of the status conference. Amended Minuies of Coure

(Oct. 16, 2000).
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On October 16, 2000, during the Court’s last status conference, the United States and the
Tribe reported on. among other things, the parties’ status in “sharing information concerning the
identification of individuals and entities within the categories set forth in the Case Management Order
(Apr. 18, 2000). rzparding what information may be provided by the parties to the United States and
the Tribe.” Status Report Submitted By the United States and the Walker River Painte Tribe in
Aavance of this Court's Status Conference of October 16, 2000 at 1-2 (Oct. 13, 2000). During its
last status conterence, the Court directed the United States and the Tribe to review the information
identified by the various parties that names individuals and entities within the categories set forth in
paragraph 3 of the Case Management Order (“CMO”), “so that a determination may be made as to
what categorizs of people[] are missing who need to be identified and served.” Amended Minutes of
Court (Oct. 16, 2000).

This status report reviews each of the categories set forth in paragraph 3 of the CMO. For
each category, we review the information sources identified by the parties and the siatus of our review
of these and other sources of potentially relevant information. We also provide our current assessment
as 10 whether the information reviewed identifies the categories of persons and entities to be served,
based on our vvork so far. In addition, our work has raised a number of issues and questions that we
believe warrart further discussion with the Court. While we identify and discuss a jew of these issues
herein, we suggest that the parties have an additional status conference with the Court in January 2001
wheare these ard ary other issues related to the identification of persons and entities set forth in

paragraph 3 of the CMO may be discussed in further detail.
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The bulk of the work reviewing information identified by the parties has bevn done by the
United Stales. in consultation and coordination with the Tribe, through the work of litigation support
personnel. These efforts have included a review of materials identified to the Court that parties have
provided to the United States and the Tribe in hard copy, electronic form, or both. [n addition, a senior
pa-alegal employed by the United States, Dennis Becker, traveled to Nevada during the week of
December 10 to review and obtain documents in the offices of the United States Beard of Water
Commissioners (“Commissioners™), the Walker River [rrigation District (“District”™), and the State of
Nevada. Mr. Becker traveled to Yerington, Nevada on Sunday, December 10, and spent Monday
and half of Tuesday in the Commissioners” and Districts’ shared offices. On Tuesday afternoon, he
began his review of files in the office of the Nevada State Engineer in Carsen City, and continued his
work there through Friday. We had also planned to have Mr. Becker travel to Sacremento, California,
to review documents in state offices there. Due to the great number of documents in the Nevada State
Engineer’s Oftice, we opted to postpone Mr. Becker’s examination of California’s files and have him
remain 1 Carson {City to continue his review of documents there.

As of the end of Friday, December 15, Mr. Becker reported that he had reviewed over 950
files in the Nevada State Engineer’s Office, but still had about 125 files to review, in addition to certain
materials not available in the file area of the State Engineer’s Office during his visit  In addition, Mr.
Becker has requested that a large number of documents he reviewed in the State Enginecr’s office be

copied; those copics are still being made by the State Engineer’s staff.
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Thus, while we have now obtained and reviewed a substantial number of th: documents
identified to us, we have not been able to complete this effort. Furthermore, there may be other
documents and information not yet provided to us that we would seek to review.

L. CATEGORIES IN PARAGRAPH 3 OF THE CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER

A. Category 3.a.: The successors in interest to all water rights holders

under the Decree (April 14, 1936}, modified, Order of
Entry of Amended Final Decree to Conform to Writ of
Mandate, Etc. (April 24, 1940) (“Decree”)

As a result of our investigation so far, we have determined that the two best places to begin
identification of the parties within this category are the Commissioners’ and District’s files. ‘The files of
the States of Mevada and California contain additional information sources. Furthermore, some
additional information can be found in Mineral County’s filings in C-125-C related to its cfforts to serve
decreed rights holders with its motion to intervene. We have obtained or reviewed a significant portion
of his information.

As a basic matter, we object to the requirement that we identify these persons and entities. Ina
serarate but related motion, we have asked the Court to require the parties entitled to use the water
under the Decree to 1dentify themselves and their water rights as an essential component of the Court’s
cortinuing jurisdiction over this case and as a necessary means to provide access to the Court for those
secking to modify the administration of the Decree. Joint Motion and Memorandum in Support of
the Joint Motion o the Walker River Paiute Tribe and the United States of America for an Order
Recuiring the Mentification of All Decreed Water Rights Holders and Their Successors (June 29.

2000). We incorporate those arguments herein. For the Court’s information and convenience. we
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have attached to ths status report copies of our pleadings on this motion and the responses
District and the Commissioners.! (Exhibit J.)

Nevertheless, it should be ciear from this report that we have been working very hard to try to
identify the decreed rights holders on our own. As is clear from our motion, we seek the institution of
an ongoing rejuirement and procedure by which the Court and its Commissioners will be able to
identify the water rights holders under the Decree. In fact, our request is similar to the requirements of
Nevada law. See NEV.REV. STAT. §§ 533.382-533.387. At this point, there is no such procedure.
and the Commissioners cannot identify the current water rights holders under the Decree. Thus, we are
unable 1o identify the decreed right holders, as required by the Court, and serve thern with our counter-
claims in order to reach the merits.

Our overall assessment is that, as a general matter, we should be able to identify and locate a
large number of the water rights holders within Category 3.a. based on a review of the information
noted below, Of course, this is a time-consuming process and, just as experienced by Mineral County,
water rights will change before service is complete.”

1. Information from the U.S. Board of Water Commissioners
The Cemmissioners have identified three categories of information and mad:: each of them

available to us.

YW are not serving these materials on the other parties.

“Indeed. one issue we would like to raise with the Court is to determine the appropriate tole of the
Minera. County service list, as approved by the Court, in our service effort. 'We propose to address
this issue at the next status conference.
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a. U. S. Board of Water Commissioners Assessment Rolls.

In September 2000, the Commissioners provided the United States and the Tribe with a
computer dislk and hard copy of the current version of their assessment roll, dated July 1, 2000. The
Commissioners have also provided us with earlier versions of this annual list, generally by computer
disk and hard copy as well, A copy of the current list is attached as Exhibit A.

The current assessment roll identifies individuals and entities billed for water rights assessments
as of July 1, 2000 for the fiscal year 2000. The assessment roll is an alphabetical list of 87 names and
addresses,’ some of which are listed more than once without explanation. The assessment roll is simply
a matiling list identifying those individuals and entities billed by the Commissioners. for water rights
assessments. These is no indication of what, if any, decreed water rights these individuals and entities
hold. It may be logical to assume that most of these persons and entities are water rights holders, but
the Commissioners acknowledge that the names on the list often are not the actual water rights holders.
Comments & Recommendations of United States Board of Water Commissioners to Joint Motion
of the Walker River Paiute Tribe and the United States of America for an Order Requiring the
Identification of ANl Decreed Water Rights Holders and their Successors at 2(Oct. 16, 2000)(Civil
No. C-125).

We think that this list provides minimal assistance in identifying the decreed rights holders and is

most helpful for confirming addresses.

“This numnber is low when compared to the number of decreed water rights. The large number of
water r ghts administered by the District substantially reduces the Commissioners’ assessment roll, sin
the Commissioners only assess the District,

6
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b. U.S. Board of Water Commuissioners Water [ndex Cerds.

T'he Comrnissioners also maintain an index card system for each water righ: under their
administration. While the Commissioners create and maintain these cards separately in hard copy and
by computer, the staff make changes and updates to each set of cards. On December 11, 2000, the
Commissioners provided the United States and the Tribe with a copy of one set of its hard copy index
cards, consist.ng ot 87 cards. A sample index card is attached as Exhibit B.

The information on these cards appears very helpful for the task of identifying the persons and
entities addressed in Category 3.a. of the CMO. Among other things, the cards provide information on
the paramelter: of the specific water rights and the land to which the water rights are appurtenant,
including water right acres, township and range numbers, county assessors parcel numbers, and Decree
claim number. The cards appear to identify the water rights holders, some or all of the history of the
ownership of each water right, and transfers of title.

c. Assorted deeds and other water right transfer documents.

The Commissioners also have a collection of deeds and other documents, which they obtain
from time to time, that indicate the transfer of the water rights under their administration. Staft use this
information to update the water index cards described above. The Commissioners made these
documents available for review and copying on December 11, 2000. We estimate that these materials
fill about one-quarter of a file cabinet drawer. Mr. Becker reviewed materials from this drawer. but did

not copy any of them, although we may wish to do so in the future.



Case 3:73-cv-00127RCJ-WGC Document 1 Fiteéd 12/19/00 Page 8 of 40

2. Information from the Walker River Irrigation District
The icentification and production of information from the District regarding this CMO category
has been protlematic. There was uncertainty over which documents the District would allow to be
examined. Although we have now obtained a significant amount of information, we cannot say at this
point that we are comfortable that the District has provided us with all information that 1t has within its
custody or contro. that would assist in identifying the current decreed rights holders.*

a. District Assessment Roll.

On November 3, 2000, the District provided the United States and the Tribe with a computer
disk and hard copy of the current version of its assessment roll, dated September 30, 2000. The
District has also provided us with earlier versions of this annual list, generally by computer disk and
hard copy as well. A sample page of the current list are attached as Exhibit C.

We have received contradictory information from the District as to the purpose of its
assessment roll, For the most part, the District has maintained that its assessment roll is “not intended to
be used for determining title to a water right,” DePaoli Letter, July 6, 1999 at 1 (transmitting 1999
assessment roll) (Kxhibit F) and that the “name present on the assessment roll may not accurately
identify the currert record title holder of a particular ... water right.” DePaoli Letter, Oct. 5. 2000 at 2
(Exhibit G). Nevertheless, even more recently the District asserted that the names on its assessment

roll constituted “from the District’s perspective those persons [who] are owners of wvater rights,”

“We have attached the correspondence relating to this effort as Exhibit 1 for the Court’s
inform ation.
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DePaoli Letter, Nov. 22, 2000 at 2 (Exhibit I). As a result of its shift in description, we asked the
District if we could assume that if the United States and Tribe serve the persons listed on the District’s
assessment roll, the District will agree that we have served the proper persons under Categories 3.a.
and 3.b. of the CMO as to water rights within the District. The District has not agreed to this
suggestion. [ePaoli Letter, Dec. 6, 2000 at 3 (Exhibit I). Nevertheless, it would ke helpful for us,
and we suspect for the Court as well, for the District to clarify what it means when it references persons
under its assessment roll.

When compared with the Commissioners list, it is apparent that the Districl administers a
substantially larger number of individual water rights than do the Commissioners. l.ike the
Cemmissioners’ list, the District’s assessment roll appears to be just an alphabeticai list of names and
addresses that the District uses as a mailing list for collection of assessments. Sge DePaoli Letter, Oct.
5, 2000 at 2 (Exhibit ). There are also significant changes between these lists from vear to year.
When we compared the June 1999 and June 2000 assessment rolls, we saw that over 60 listings out of
534 listings on the 1999 list do not appear on the 2000 list. There are over 140 new listings out of 565
listings on the 2000 roll; although some of these appear to be address changes, over 100 appear to be
changes in ownership. The assessment rolls do not explain the reasons for these changes.> While it
may be logical to assume that most of these names represent owners of water rights and that most of

them hold some water rights under the Decree as original owners or successors in interest, nothing

*We have not yet examined the District’s index cards, see below, to see if they, in fact, provide
information regarding these changes, but expect that these cards should assist here. We have also
asked the District if there are other documents in their offices, other than those produced thus far, that
explain these changes. Schneider Letter, Nov, 15, 2000 at 3 (Exhibit 1.).

9
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th:s list indicates what water right is connected 1o each name, whether the person or entity 1s the owner
or successor 1 inierest of a water right under the Decree, or whether the named person or entity is, in
fact, an owner of any water right.

Our assessment so far is that the District’s assessment roll provides minimal assistance in
identifving the decreed rights holders and is most helpful for contirming addresses. Nevertheless,
following our last status conference with the Court, the District took the position that, “the . . .
assessiment roll in hard copy and computer format is the best information the District has concerning the
identity of incividuals and entities with claims to surface water in categories 3(a) and 3(b) of the Case
Management Order,” DePaolt letter, Nov, 2, 2000 at 2 (Exhibit I). In connection with this assertion,
the District initial y refused to produce a variety of other documents, such as its index cards and certain
voer informaion. discussed below, DePaoli Letter, Nov. 2, 2000 at 2-3 (Exhibit I), but has since
medified its position.

b. District Water Index Cards.

The D:strict also maintains an index card system for each water right under its administration
essentially in the same manner as the Commissioners. Indeed, the Commissioners’ index cards and
those of the District are virtually indistinguishable, and the District provides blank index cards to the
Commissioners at no charge. In a similar fashion to the Commissioners, the District creates. maintains
anc updates two separate index systems: one in hard copy; the other in the computer system shared
with or tdentical to that of the Commissioners.

Although the District initially refused to make these cards available for our review, it ultimately

produced thenr. DePaoli Letter, Nov. 22, 2000 at 2-3 (Exhibit I). On December 11. 2000, the

10
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District provided us with computer printouts of its index cards. The District also allowed access to its
hand-written index cards. The United States’ paralegal, Mr. Becker, reviewed a portion of these
cards on December 11, comparing them with the computer version. The District has about 800 cards:
two sample computer-generated index cards are attached as Exhibit D.

We believe the information on these cards is very helpful to the task of identifving the persons
and entitics addressed in Category 3.a. of the CMO. In its letter of November 2, the District asserted
that its index cards “provide no information on identification of such persons and entities which is not
alteady provided hy the assessment roll.” DePaoli Letter, Nov. 2, 2000 at 2 (Exhibit I). A review of’
the information on the face of the District’s index cards, contradicts this assertion, is do previous
stetements of the District. See DePaoli Letter, Oct. 5, 2000 at 2-3 (Exhibit G). The District’s index
cards appear lo include identifications of water rights in the Decree, and may identify other water rights
held by District members, the parameters of the specific water rights, the water right holders, and some
or all of the history of the water rights. Accordingly, we disagree that the index cards provide no useful

information and believe instead that they will assist our effort greatly.

C. Assorted deeds and other water right transfer documents.

The Distrizt also has a collection of deeds and other documents, which it has obtained from
time to time, that rack the transfer of water rights under its administration. Staff use this information to
make changes on the water index cards described above. The District made these documents available
for review and copving on December 11, 2000. We estimate that these materials fill about three-

quarters of a lile cabinet drawer. Mr. Becker spot-checked a portion of the deeds and confirmed the

11
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transfer of decd information to the District’s cards. Mr. Becker did not copy any ol these documents.
although we rnay wish to do so in the future.

[n addition. the District has provided us with a list of water rights that are not connected to the
ownership of the land to which they are appurtenant. This is a list that the District has only recently
bezun to compile. Status Report Submitted By the United States and the Walker River Paiute
Tribe at 8 (Oct. 13, 2000). The District also allowed inspection of old index cards. Although at first
review, these old cards do not appear relevant for the task at hand, we have asked the District for its
assurance that all index cards, whether “current,” “inactive”, or “canceled,” will be maintained in its
offices for fut.ure reference by any of the parties. Schneider Letter, Dec, 1, 2000 at 2 (Exhibit I). The

| District has also given us copies of three Nevada State water certificates and one Nevada State permit
issued to the District.

All of this information, with the likely exception of the old index cards, will assist in identifying

the persons and entities to be served under Category 3.a.

d. District Voter and Election Information.

‘We have also obtained or reviewed a variety of District voter and election information, much of
which the District also declined to produce initially. See DePaoli Letter, Nov. 2, 2000 at 2 (Exhibit I).
As set forth in our previous status report:

The District maintains a variety of election-related information: 1. eligible voter registrations; 2.
voter oaths of continued eligibility to vote; 3. consents and designations by which eligible voters
consent to or designate a person to vote for them; 4. a computer-generated “Registrar List
Worksheet.” indicating. among other things, where an elector is eligible to vote. and the voter’s
associated water right acres and number of votes (this list is also available by hard copy); 5. a
compuler-generated Registrar List, alphabetically by elector (this list is also available by hard

12
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copy), and 6. a poll book including precinct, voter name, number of votes 10 be cast, and

signatures of persons voting.
Status Reporr Submitted By the United Stutes and the Walker River Paiute Tribe at 8 (Oct. 13,

2000}, Much of this information is potentially helpful for this task, for example:

Nevada Revised Statutes § 531.127 requires electors to be registered in order to vote .
. [V]oters are required to take and subscribe the registration oath before a Board election

on a form provided by the District as evidence of continued eligibility . . .. Nevada Revised
Statuies § 539.123 allows certain persons and entities to consent to a particular person voting
for them or to designate a person to vote for them . . .. The District is able to generate from its
computer a “Registrar List Worksheet.” The Registrar List Worksheet lists electors in
alphabetical order, indicates . . . the water rights acres of the elector and the number of votes
the elector is eligible to vote. 1t includes blanks for noting whether the elector is registered and

whether the elector voted in the last election.
DaPaoli Letter, Cet. 10, 2000 at 2-3 (Exhibit H). Thus, it appears that this information should identify
persons entitled to vote regarding each water right, who should be the owners of the water right, and
the water right acres. Moreover, since the last District election was in April 1999, this information
should be current at least as of that date. DePaoli Letter, Oct. 10, 2000 at 2 (Exhibit H).

The Distr ct has now provided us with copies of the following:

—

. Registrar List Worksheet, 3/15/99

2. Smith Valley Precinct Poll Book, April 6, 1999

3. Mason Valley Precinct Poll Book, April 6, 1999.
These documents are included in the District’s letter of November 22, 2000, whick: is included in
Exhibit I. Mr. Becker also reviewed, on December 11 through12, each District voter registration oath

card produced to us. Sample voter cards are included in the District’s letter of November 22, 2000

(Exhibit 1.). Cornparing voter registration and oath cards with the election work sheets, most voters

13
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were found n both sets of documents. There were an estimated 150-200 voter reg:stration and oath
cards for the 1999 election.

We believe that of this information will be of assistance in identifying the persons and entities to
be served under Category 3.a. of the CMO.

3. Information from the State of Nevada.

The Siate of Nevada has produced or made available for review a variety of documents that
assist in identifying the water rights holders under the Decree. Nevada has produced or made available
for review, the following information sources:

1. Nevada Division of Water Resources, Surface and Ground Water Rights holders list, dated
May Z000.

2. Nevada Division of Water Resources, Surface and Ground Water Rights holders list, dated
April 1999,

3. Nevada Division of Water Resources, State Engineer, Water permit files, Carson City.

We have reviewed the first two information sources, which the State produced in hard copy and
electronic format. Mr. Becker, the United States” paralegal spent three and one-hal{ days reviewing
the State Engineers” water permit files during the week of December 10. As noted above, he did not
complete his review during that time.

This information is of assistance in identifying the persons and entities under Category 3.a. of
the CMO. The computer-generated materials provide information on change applications under the
Decree. They state the type of interest — ground or surface water, certificate or perrait --, sub-basin
and use. Annotations provided by the State on the hard copy of this information identify permits issued

by the State Engineer for waters of the Walker River and its tributaries, some of which may reflect

14
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rights recogn zed under the Decree.  All of these files include file summary pages. which provide some
identifying and ownership information. Some water permit files have “Summary ¢f Ownership™ and/or
“Abstract of Title” pages, which also provide additional identifying and ownership information.
Semples of cach of these three pages are included in Exhibit E . These sources include information on
decreed rights and, thus, assist in identifying persons and entities to be served under Category 3.a. of
tha CMO.
4. Information from the State of California.
The Siate of California has produced or made available for review a variety of documents that

assist in identifying the persons and entities in Category 3.a. of the CMO.

1. California State Water Resources Control Board, List of Walker River Diversions in
Celifornia.

2. The information on the preceding list and a map that identifies current water rights
claimants known to the California Board is also available on the California Board’s
website at www. waterrights.ca.gov.

3. California State Water Resources Control Board files, Sacramento, Califorma.

We have already reviewed in a cursory fashion the first information source. This is a hard copy

list of approximately 150 surface water rights claimants in California on tributaries to the West Walker
River and the West Walker River itself, and rights on tributaries to the East Walker River and the East
Walker River itself. According to the State of California, this list comprises water rights claimants who
have filed cither applications to appropriate water or statements of use. Statements of use are filed by
individuals or ent:ties who claim riparian water rights or appropriative water rights that precede the

Celifornia legislature’s adoption of the statutory water appropriative system (so-called “pre-1914 water

15
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rights”). Holders of riparian water rights or pre-1914 water rights are not required to file statements of
use with the California State Water Resources Control Board to establish the validity of their rights.
Thus, according to the State, there may be some holders of riparian water rights or pre-1914 water
rigzhts that do not appear on the California Board’s list. The Calitornia Board does not keep track of
successors in interest to water rights holders under the Decree, although the list described above may
include successors in interest.

We also bzlieve the California Board’s website will be a helpful source of information. As
stated above, we have postponed our review of the State’s files in Sacramento, but will attend to that
shortly. These sources include information on decreed rights and, thus, we believe they will assist in
identifving persons and entities to be served under Category 3.a. of the CMO.

5. Information from Mineral County’s Effort in C-125-C.

We have cbtained a variety of materials related to the on-going efforst of Mineral County in C-
125-C to serve the decreed rights holders. This effort has been ongoing since 1995 and may include
information that is not current. Materials that we have obtained include some, but not all, Waiver of
Service and Return of Service forms from the Mineral County effort. Until very recently, Mineral
County did nct include copies of these forms with any of its service filings served cn us. See, e.g.,
Certificate of Retvrn of Service, C-125-C (July 8, 1999) (noting the filing of fourteen Returns of
Service without providing any copies); Certificate of Returns of Service, Waivers of Service, And
Attempis to Locate {(Nov. 9, 2000) (copies of returns included). We have obtained most of these
forms instead. from the Court files in this case. A number of these forms are missing from the copies

we obtained from the Court and we still need to locate and copy the missing forms. We also have

16
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obtained and begun to review the various pleadings Mineral County and other partics filed addressing
ths sufficiency of Mineral County’s service efforts and related opinions of the Court. it is not clear to
us 1f the Mineral County list includes non-decreed water rights holders as well as decreed rights
helders.

Thus “ar, we worked substantially from what Mineral County has referred to as its “Good
Serve” list, which we understand is a list of persons and entities it has served to the satisfaction of the
parties and the Court. Currently, we have reviewed over 700 names from the Waiver of Service and
Return of Service documents that are also considered “good serves” and confirmed or located new
addresses for them. We are, however, missing Waiver of Service or Return of Service documentation
for a number of individuals and entities on the “Good Serve” list and have Waiver of Service or Return
of Service dorumentation for a number of individuals and entities not on the list. Mineral County has
promised us a copy of its service list, but has not yet provided it to us.

The Mineral County materials that we have obtained so far do not identify the water rights
claimed by the persons and entities it has served, even though Mineral County has collected and
provided the Cowt with some information on water rights transfers. This means that Mineral County’s
“Good Serves” list has the potential to be hard to use and update since it is incomplete. Certainly. its
materials are helplul in some instances and should, at a minimum. be sources of addresses, but in our
view the identification of water rights claimed by each potential party is essential to be able to track

changes in paities over time.

17
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B. Category 3.b.: All holders of surface water rights under the laws of the
States of Nevada and California in the Walker River
Basin who are not presently parties to this adjudication.
Much of tae information discussed above in Section [LA. includes information relevant to the
identification of persons and entities in this category.
1. Information from the Walker River Irrigation District
[t appears to us that the District’s water users may have rights in addition to those set forth in
the Decree. I is not clear to us, however, exactly which additional rights may be ircluded within the
District and who the holders of such rights are. This is one area where we request assistance from the
Ccurt in obtaining additional information and clarification. See Sections LA.2.b. and [[.D.5.
2. Information from the State of Nevada.

The following sources of information from Nevada State files are relevant to the identity of

persons and entities to be served under this category:

1. Nevada Division of Water Resources, Surface and Ground Water
Rights holders list, dated May 2000.

2. Nevada Division of Water Resources, Surface and Ground Water
Rights holders list, dated April 1999,

3. Nevada Division of Water Resources, State Engineer, Water perrnit

files, Carson City,
We have reviewed the first two information sources, which the State produced in hard copy and
electronic format. Mr. Becker, the United States’ paralegal, spent three and one-half days reviewing
the State Engineer Water permit files during the week of December 10. As noted above, he did not

corplete this review during that time,
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This information is of assistance in identifying the persons and entities under Category 3.b. of
the CMO. The computer-generated materials provide information on change applications under the
Decree. They include type of interest — ground or surface water, certificate or permit-- , sub-basin and
usz. All water permit files include file summary pages, which provide some identi-ying and ownership
information. Sonic of these files have “Summary of Ownership” and/or “*Abstract of Title™ pages.
which also provide additional identifying and ownership information. Samples of cach of these three
pazes are included in Exhibit E. These sources include information that assists in identifying persons
and entities to be served under Category 3.b. of the CMO.

3. Information from the State of California.

The following are sources of information from California State files relevant to the identity of

petsons and entitics to be served under this category:

1. California State Water Resources Control Board, List of Walker River
Diversions in California.

2. The information on the preceding list and a map that identifies current
water rights claimants known to the California Board is also available
on the California Board’s website at www. waterrights.ca.gov
3. State Water Resources Control Board files, Sacramento, Califormia.
As stated above, we have reviewed in a cursory fashion the first information source. This is a
hard copy list of approximately 130 surface water rights claimants in California on tributaries to the
West Walker River and the West Walker River itself, and rights on tributaries to the East Walker River

and the East Walker River itself. This list includes both decreed and other surface v ater rights

clatmants. According to the State of California, this list comprises water rights claimants who have filed
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either applications to appropriate water or statements of use. Statements of use are filed by individuals
or entities who claim riparian water rights or appropriative water rights that precede the California
legislature’s adoption of the statutory water appropriative system (so-called “pre-1914 waler rights™).
Holders of riparian water rights or pre-1914 water rights are not required to file statements of use with
the California State Water Resources Control Board to establish the validity of their rights. Thus.
ac:ording to the State, there may be some holders of riparian water rights or pre-1914 water rights that
do not appear on the California Board’s list.

We also believe the California Board’s website will be a helpful source of information. As
stated above, we have postponed our review of the State’s files in Sacramento. but will attend to that
shortly. Thes: sources include information on both decreed and other surface wate- right claimants,
and, thus, we belicve they will assist in identifying persons and entities to be servec under Category 3.b.
of the CMO.

4. Information from Mineral County’s Effort in C-125-C.

Mineral County’s effort appears to include, to some extent, identification and service on water
rights holders other than just the decreed rights holders. Although it appears to us that Mineral County
is attempting 1o identify and serve the current Decreed rights holders, its work may be of some limited
use addressing Caregory 3.b., as well, primarily for claimant addresses. See the additional discussion in

Section L.A.5., abcve.
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C. Category 3.c.: All holders of permits or certificates to pump groundwater
issued by the State of Nevada and domestic users of
groundwater within Sub Basins 107 (Smith Valley), 108
(Mason Valley), 110A (Schurz Subarea of the Walker
Lake Valley), and 110B (Walker Lake Subarea of the
Walker Lake Valley).
The information relevant to most of this category comes from the files of the State of Nevada.
Qur review of materials identified to us by the State has just begun, but we believe that but for the
cdomestic uszrs, discussed below, these sources are sufficient to address this category.

1. Information from the State of Nevada.

a. Nevada Division of Water Resources, Well Log Database.

The State has provided us with a disk and hard copy of its well log database dated October
2000. The log lists approximately 690 wells, including domestic wells. The log :ncludes basin numnber,
well log nuraber, owner’s name and partial or complete address.

b. Nevada Division of Water Resources, List of Holders of permits or
certificates to pump groundwater issued by the State of Nevada.

The State has provided us with a disk and hard copy dated October 2000. This identifies
holders of groundwater rights in sub-basins 107, 108, 110a, 110b, 106, 109 and 110c.

c. Nevada Division of Water Resources, Surface and (iround Warer
Rights holders list.

The State has provided us with a disk and hard copy dated April 1999. Thaisdist is discussed

in Section LLA.3.

d. Nevada Division of Water Resources, Surface and Ground Water
Rights holders list.
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The S:ate has provided us with a disk and hard copy dated May 2000. This list is discussed in

Section LA.3.

e. Nevada Division of Water Resources, State Engineer. Water permit
files, Carson City.

The State has made these files available for review and copying. These are the materials that
Mr. Becker is in the process of reviewing.

f. Nevada Division of Water Resources, Well Log data base, monthly
updates of all rights, located at hitp://ndwr.state. nv.us/ IS8 him

This database lists wells by basin, location, owner, purpose, and other technical data related to
the well. Thiz list includes domestic, municipal, and industrial users, and thus, is useful for providing
information for several CMO categories including category 3.c.

2. Domestic users.

The sources identified above include information on domestic users, but probably will not yield
a sufficiently comolete list of domestic users. The State informs us that the State Engineer does not
regulate domestic wells. Our review of the above sources confirms that certain uncategorized
information identifying domestic users is scattered throughout these materials. Additional work will
almost certainly be needed to address the issue of service on domestic users. We arz in the process of
trying to consider alternate means of approaching this issue and would be prepared 10 submit a
proposal to the Court and other parties in advance of the next suggested status conference.

D. Category 3.d.: All holders of permits or certificates to pump groundwater

issued by the State of Nevada within Sub Basins 106
(Antelope Valley), 109 (East Walker), and 110C

22



Case 3:73-cv-00127"-RCJ-WGC Document 1 Filed 12/19/00 Page 23 of 40

(Whiskey Flat-Hawthorne Subarea of Walker Lake
Groundwater Basin).
The information relevant to this category comes from the files of the State of Nevada and
consists of the materials identified in Section [.C. above, except that the issues raised in Category 3.c.

regarding domesiic users are not relevant here.

E. Category 3.e.: All users of groundwater for irrigation in California in the
Walker River Basin.

The information identified to us thus far that is relevant to this category follows:
1. The California Board’s website at www.waterrights.ca.gov .
2, California State Water Resources Control Board files, Sacramento, California.
The California Board reports that it does not maintain information in this category. other than
appropriators nared on the list identified above who are diverting water from subterranean streams.
Not all persons who pump groundwater in California are required to obtain a permit from the California
Board. Under California law, only groundwater that is determined to be part of a subterranean stream
1s subject to the same application, permit, and license procedure that applies to surlace water users.
Other groundwater is considered to be “percolating ground water” and is not subject to the rules that
apply 1o appropriation of surface water.
This is also a category where we think additional investigation may also be needed. Our

intention is to review the above sources of information and then address how we might obtain additional

information relevant to this category.
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F. Category 3.1.: Al holders of “vested rights” to the use of groundwater under
the laws of the State of Nevada within the Walker River Basin.

The State of Nevada reports that it has no information for this categorv, but that some
applications on file with the State Engineer include claims for such rights. Our review of information
provided by and available in the offices of the State confirms that information identifying a number of
“vested rights” holders is scattered throughout these materials. A list of these materials can be found in

Section LA3.

G. Category 3.g.: All municipal providers in Nevada within the Walker
River Basin who currently use groundwater.

Information relevant to this category can be found in the Nevada State sources identified in
Section LA.3., abave. In addition, we have obtained information from the Nevada Department of
Human Resources, Flealth Division, which has provided a list of 130 water systems in the Churchill,
Douglas, Lyon and Mineral counties. This list includes municipal, industrial and service businesses. not
all of which are ir. the Walker River Basin.

The State also reports that there is no statutory definition of “municipal™ relcvant to this
category, but that it categorizes municipal providers in general in terms of their size and that this process
may include some larger water providers that are not necessarily municipalities. In addition. its lists
include providers considered to be “quasi-municipal.”

We think this information is adequate to identify the entities to be served under this category.

We note that the lack of a definition of “municipal” under State law may raise some questions as to
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what is a municipal provider. Since we are serving a wide range of water users under other Categories
of paragraph 3 of the CMO, however, a specific definition here may not be necessary.

H. Category 3.h.: All municipal providers in California within the Walker
River Basin who currently use groundwater,

Information relevant to this category may be found in the above identified sources of
information from the State of California. In addition, the State is in the process of locating information
relevant to this issue from its Department of Health Services and any similar State agencices.

I, Category 3.i.: All industrial users in Nevada within the Walker River
Basin who currently use groundwater.

We incorporate our response to Category 3.g. (See also Section ILA.3.) herein.

11 ISSUES RAISED BY OUR INVESTIGATION OF THE CMOQ CATEGORIES.

There are a variety of issues raised by our work so far that we wish to raise with the Court for
further discussior at a subsequent status conference. There may be additional issues that the other
parties identify as well. As stated at the outset of this status report, we suggest that the Court hold the

next status conference in this matter in January 2001.

A. Identification of the water right(s) of each individual and entity to be served.

The process of attempting to identify the many categories of persons and entities the Court has
directed us to serve will be extraordinarily time-consuming. At present, we estimae roughly that we
may have to serve upwards of 3,000 persons and entities, or more, and water rights are continually
being sold and otherwise transferred. Thus, we believe it will be necessary to determine a way to track

the sales and trancfars of water rights to ensure that persons who are no longer water rights holders are
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deleted as parties to this case and that the successor water rights holders are included in the case. We
are still cons dering this issue and how to approach it as we continue our review of the documents
collected last week and provided by the parties. We would like to discuss this issue with the Court and
parties in our next status conference.

B. Use of Mineral County Records.

As noted above, we wish to explore with the Court what role the Mineral County scrvice list,
when complete, would have in our service efforts.

C. Role of county records.

Seve-al of the primary parties in this matter — the District, the Commissiopers and the State of
Nevada — have repeatedly asserted in pleadings, correspondence, and otherwise, that the only way to
obtain an accurare identification of water rights holders for purposes of conducting service in this matter
is to conduct a title search of each water right in the appropriate county recorders offices. We are not
convinced that this is appropriate or feasible. This is another issue that we wish to discuss with the
Court and the parties in our next status conference.

D. COther District documents.

There are several categories of documents about which we have asked the District but without
receiving answers. We are prepared to address this issue with the Court at this or the next status
conference.

1 Materials provided to the District, pursuant to Nevada Jaw. identifying the
transfer of a water right.

26



Case 3:73-cv-00127"RCJ-WGC Document 1 Filgd 12/19/00 Page 27 of 40

Nevada law requires persons to whom an adjudicated or unadjudicated right is conveyed to
fi'e a report of conveyance with the State Engineer that includes an abstract of title and “a copy of ary
deed, written agreement or other document pertaining to the conveyance.” NEV.REV.STAT. §
533.384 (1)) (1995). For places of use of such water that are wholly or in part within the boundaries
of an irrigation district, this same information is to be filed with the irrigation district. NEV. REV.
STAT. §533.384 (1Xb) (1995). Thus, District should have additional documents i1 its offices that set
forth the idertity of water rights holders. We have asked the District to provide these documents to us.
Schneider Letter, Nov. 15, 2000 at 3 (Exhibit 1). We wish to obtain an identification of any such past
filings with the Cistrict and receive copies or notice of future filings so that we may track the transfer of
water rights administered by the District.

2, District water rights addressed under NRS § 539.513(6).

In one of its recent letters, the District referenced “situations where there is an agreement under
NRS §539.513(67" as somehow being handled difterently from listings on the District’s assessment roll.
D:zPaoli Letter, Nov. 22, 2000 at 2 (Exhibit I). This appears to indicate that there are some water
rights that might be identified from some documents other than the assessment roll. We asked the
D strict to provide Mr. Becker with all documents that identify such water rights and their owners for
our inspection and copying. Schneider Letter, Dec. 1, 2000 at 2 (Exhibit 1). The District responded
that,

The Dhstrict list of “reserved water rights™ which was included with my November 22, 2000

letter . . . constitutes a list of persons or entities with whom the District has or is seeking an

agreement. pursuant to the provisions of NRS § 539.513(6). We do not intend to provide your
contractor with any additional information on this subject.
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DaPaoli Letter, Dec. 6, 2000 at 2 (Exhibit I).  The District’s list of “reserved water rights,” appended
{0 its November 22 letter, was represented to us then as simply being a list of “water rights owned by
persons or ertities who are different than the owner of the land to which the water right is appurtenant.”
DePaoli Letter, Nov. 22, 2000 at 3 (Exhibit 1). By contrast, NEV.REV. STAT. § 539.513(6) states
that the assessments, tolls and charges fixed by the District are a lien on the land even if the ownership
o7 the land is separate from the ownership of the water right unless, among other options, the owner of
(te right to use the water enters into a written agreement with the District for the payment of these
charges. We would like to review these agreements as a means of identifying and tracking the
ownership of water rights not connected with the land.

3. Other information in District files identifying certain holders of surface water
rights under Nevada and California Law.

In its letter of November 22, the District referenced having other information regarding surface

water rights. Holders of Surface Water Rights Under Nevada and California Law Who Are Not

Successors, but declined to review or produce this information. DePaoli Letter, Nov. 22, 2000 at 3-4
(Exhibit T). We have asserted that the District has provided us with so little information describing the
nature of this information that it is impossible for us to respond adequately, and suggested that the
District could provide examples of this information to the Court and be prepared to discuss with the
Court what it is penerally and why it is not relevant to the effort at hand. Schneider Letter. Dec. 1,
2000 at 2 (Exhibit 1). The District has refused to address this issue at all. DePaoli Letter, Dec. 6,
2000 at 2-3 (Exhibit I). We ask that the Court require the District to provide add:tional information as

to this category of information.

28



Case 3:73-cv-00127"RCJ-WGC Document 1 Filéd 12/19/00 Page 29 of 40

4. Clarification of the content of the District’s Assessment roll,

As sct forth above,Section 1.A.2.a., several questions related to the District’s assessment roll
remain: What exactly is the District’s assessment roll? To what extent is it, or is it not, a list of walter
rights owners”

3. Clarification of the content of the District’s Index Cards and the Water Rights
under District administration.

The Dhstrict index cards have raised several questions for us as to the breadth of the water
rights administercd by the District. The cards include a line for “Court Decree.” Some cards identity
“(-125" and include a reference to the Decree on that line. Other cards are blank in this arca. These
differences can be seen by reviewing the two sample computer-generated index cards attached as
Exhibit D. We have no explanation for these differences. Do these cards represent both decreed and
non-decreed rights? If so, 1s there a way to distinguish between a decreed (Category 3.a.) and non-
decreed (Category 3.b.) right from the cards?

6. Reguest to ensure that all documents have been identified.

In contrast to the basic cooperation of the Commissioners and the State of Nevada in
identifying and producing documents for our inspection and their willingness 10 answer questions for us,
obtaining infcrmation from the District has been exceedingly difficult. As we stated above, we cannot
sav at this point that we are comfortable that the District has provided us with all information that it has
within its cusindy or control that would assist in identifying the current decreed rights holders., We have
inquired of the District to explain to us why the Nevada Public Records law, 19 NEV, REV. STAT.

chapter 239, does not apply to our review of its records, but the District has declinedl to respond.
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PePaoli Letter, Dec. 6, 2000 (Exhibit I). We would appreciate hearing the District’s position on this
issue, which we think would be instructive for us in this current effort and any future cffort to examine
poertions of its files. We suggest that we discuss this issue at the next status conference.

As a general matter, we request that the Court inquire of the parties if there are any additional
dccuments other “han the documents already identified and produced to us within their custody or
control, or other documents of which they have knowledge that are relevant to the identification of the
categories in paragraph 3 of the CMO.

To sunmarize, we believe that we have made a very good effort to gather information
identitfving those who must be served under paragraph 3 of the CMO. Clearly, our effort is not yet
complete and the parties must address with the Court a variety of questions. We propose to do so at

the next status conference.
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Diated:

/? Ay -0

Respectfully submitted,

Kathryn Landreth, United States Attoney
Susan L. Schneider

U.S. Department of Justice

Environmental and Natural Resources Div.
009 - 18th Street, Suite 945

Denver, Colorado 80202

303/312-7308

By:_ // 7/% Ao S

Susan L.. Schneider
Attorneys for the United States of America
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Dated: g2 =15 " v Respectfully submitted,

Scott B. McElroy

Alice E. Walker

GREENE, MEYER & McELROY, P.C.
1007 Pearl Street, Suite 220

Boulder, Colorado 80302
303/442-2021

Kelly R. Chase

P.O. Box 2800

Minden, Nevada 89423
702/782-3099

By: Cides (e b2 6, S¢S
Alice E. Walker /

Attorneys for the Walker River Paiute [ribe
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING
- /¥ o
[ hereby certify that on this day of December, 2000, 1 served a true and correct copy of
thz foregoing “STATUS REPORT SUBMITTED BY THE UNITED STATES AND THE
WALKER KIVER PAIUTE TRIBE IN ADVANCE OF THIS COURT’S STATUS

CONFERENCE OF DECEMBER 21, 2000," by first-class mail, postage prepaid, addressed to the

following persons:

Shirley A. Smith

Assistant U.S. Attorney

100 West Liberty Street, #600
Reno, NV 89509

George Benesch
P.). Box 3498
Reno, NV 89505

Kenneth Spooner

General Manager

Walker River Irrigation District
P.0. Box 820

Yerington, NV 86447

Gerry Stone

United States Disirict Court Water Master
290 South Ar ington Avenue

Third Floor

Reno, NV 89501

John Kramer

Department of Water Resources
1416 Ninth Street

Sacramento, CA 95814
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Larry C. Reynolds

Deputy Attorney General
Nevada State Engineer’s Office
123 West Nye Lane

Carson City, NV 89710

Richard R. Greenfield
Department of the Interior

Two North Central Avenue, #500
Phoenix, AZ 85004

Western Nevada Agency
Bureau of Indian Affairs
1677 Hot Springs Road
Carson City, NV 89706

R. Michael Tumnipseed, P.E.
Division of Water Resources
State of Nevada

123 West Nye Lane

Carson City, NV 89710

Alice E. Walker

Greene, Meyer & McElroy

1007 Pearl] Street, Suite 220
Boulder, CO 80301

(Also via facsimile without exhibits)
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Matthew R. Campbell, Esq.

David Moser. Esy.

McCutchen, Doyle, Brown & Enerson
Three Embarcadero Center

San Francisco, CA 94111

Ross E. de Lipkan
Marshail, Hill. Cassas & de Lipkau
P.O. Box 2740 Reno, NV 89505

Mary Hackenbracht

Deputy Attorney General

State of California

1515 Clay Street, 20™ Floor
Ouakland, CA 94612-1413

(Also via facsimile without exhibits)

Roger Bezayilf

Water Master

U.S. Board of Water Commissioners
P.0). Box 853

Yerington, NV 89447

Williamm Hvidsten

Decuir & Somach

401 Capitol Mall, Suite 1900
Sacramento, CA 95814

Kelly R. Chasa
P.(). Box 2800
Reno, NV 89423

Kathryn E. Landreth
Unted States Attorney
100 West Liberty Street
Suite 600

Reno, NV 89301

34

Michael W. Neville

California Attorney General’s Office
455 Golden Gate Avenue

Suite 11000

San Francisco, CA 94102-3664
(Also via facsimile witheut exhibits)

Marta Adams

Deputy Attorney General

State of Nevada

100 North Carson Street

Carson City, NV 89701

{(Also via facsimile without exhibits)

Treva J. Hearne

Zeh, Spoo, & Hearne
575 Forest Service
Reno, NV 89509

Hank Meshorer

United States Department of Justice
Natural Resources Division

Ben Franklin Station

P.O. Box 7611

Washington, D.C. 20044

Linda Bowman

540 Hammill Lane

Reno, NV 89511

(Also via facsimile without exhibits)

John Davis
P.O. Box 1646
Tonopah, NV 89049

Robert C. Anderson

Timothy Lukas

Hale, lane, Peek, Dennison, Howard,
Anderson & Pearl

P.O. Box 3237

Reno, NV 89505
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Sharon E. Claassen
P O. Box 209
Carson City, NV £9702

Daniel N. Frink

Water Resources Control Board
State of Califorma

P.O. Box 100

Sacramento, (A 24814

Gordon H. DzPaoh

Dale E. Ferguson
Woodburn and Wedge
6100 Neil Road, Suite 500
P.0. Box 2311

Reno, NV 89511

AT Slle

35



{ n
08-,23,00 TRI L4:02 FAX 303 41 1480 GREENE MEYER &McELR' dooz

Case 3:73-cv-00127*RCJ-WGC Document 1 Fileéd 12/19/00 Page 36 of 40

Robert T. & Vivian Adams
377 Browr Strest
Reng, NV 89508

Juan E. Arrache
P. C. Box 7468
Lancaster, CA 93539

Artesani Famity Trust
E.J. & M.E. Artesani
3024 Hauser Way
Carson City, Nv 89701

Caiif. Dept, of Fish & Game

Natural Resources
109429 Hwy 395
Coleville, CA 28107

Calneva Cattie Company .
P.O. Box 278 ‘
Minden, NV 89423

Centennial Livestock
25366 West Dornis Avenue
Coalinga, CA 83210

Chichester Ranches, ine.
oo Gerry Chichester
P O Box 43

Annett's Mono Village
P.O. Box 455
Bridgeport, CA 93517

Artesani Family Trust
c/o E.J. & ME. Artesani
3024 Hausar Way
Carson Clty, NV 89701

Milton E. Bacon

1675 Foothili Road
Gardnerville, NV 89410

Calif, Dept. of Fish & Game

Aftention: Al Lapp

109429 Highway 395

Coleville, CA 896107

Centennial Livestock
25366 West Dorris Avenue
Coalinga, CA 93210

Dwain Chichester
P. O Box 43
Coieville, CA 86107

Chichester =t ai,
¢/o Germri Chichester
P. 0. Box 43

Antelope Valley Mutual Water
P. Q. Box 43
Topaz. CA 96133

Artesani Family Trust
E.J. & M.E. Artesani
3024 Hauser Way
Carson City, NV 83701

William B. & Vera J. Bohiin
c/o Robert L. Cross, Atiorney
P. O. Box 14

Colaville, CA 95107

Calneva Cattle Company
P. O. Box 278
Minden, NV 89423

Centennial Livestock
25386 West Dorris Avenue
Coalinga, CA 93210

Robert Chichestar Estate
P. Q. Box 155
Gardnerville, NV 89410

Dumitru & Elena Ciulel
Eiena Ciulei at &
P. Q. Box 758

Calevilie, CA 36107 Coleville, CA 86107 Wheatland, CA 35692
Tonja Dressier, Candyce Wipfii, Miltan Dressier
DeVere Dressler, Roxanne Dressler 230 Scofield Drive

P. O Box 188 Moraga, CA 84558

Gardnerville, NV 858410

Ralph M. & Rosemary (.. Conion
P O. Box &6
Wellington, NV 89444

F.M. Fulstene, Irc. et al
F.I.M. Corporaticn

P. Q. Box 12

Smith, NV 88430

F.I.M. Corporation
P O. Box 12
Smith, NV 89430

F M. Carparation
P.Q. Box "2
Srrith, NV 83430

F. M. Fulstone, Inc.
P. 0. Box 34
Smith, NV 89430

F. M. Fulstone, Inc.
P.O. Box 34
Smith, NV 89430

F.I.M. Corporation et al
F M. Fulstcne, Inc.

£ O. Box:4

Smith, Nv 85430

Septemnber 27, 2000 - USBWC 2000/2001 water year assessment list - Page 1
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Tirmothy E. & Mary G Feako
110437 Highway 395
Caleville, CA 96107

Pamela J. Haas
F. O. Box 2040
Bridgeport, CA 93517

Terry & Margaret Hawkins
P. Q. Box 71
Castaic, CA 91384

Mr. & Mrs. Frank Holrnes
River Ranch
Coleville CA 96107

Junction Range

c/o Armnold Setteimeyer
238E Highway 335
Minden, NV BS9423

James Lee
1117 MaryLane Court
Esconditdo, CA 92025

Mr. & Mrs, Virgil Mejer
238 Larson Lane
Coleville, CA 968107

The Estate of David Parraguirre
c/o Paul Parraguirre

804 Aquitaine Ct,

l.as Vegas, NV 89128

Lester Rosaschi
2930 Highway 338
Wellington, NV 88444

Joseph & David Sce'rine
P C.Bex 1013
Yerington, NV 89447

Four A Partnership

c/o Sparks Nugget, inc.
P, O. Box 797

Sparks, NV 89431

Ernest D. & Katherine Hadley
2568 Henning L.ane
Minden, NV 89423

Barron & Marilyn June Hilten
Fiying M Catlie Company

11 Pine Grove Road
Yerington, NV 89447

Hunewill Land & Livestock
48 Hunewili Lane
Wellington, NV 83444

Dr. Donaid Kelly
Health Internaticnal
14770 North 78th Way
Scottsdale, AZ 85260

Marie E, Leifried, Jason L. Foster
Tia Baaver

P. 0. Box 622

Bridgeport, CA 93517

W. B. Park

c/o Park Livestock Company
P. 0. Box 53

Topaz, CA 96133

TH &BV. Quealy
109430 Highway 385
Coleville, CA 98107

Jerry R. & Debra D. Rosse
245 Weillington Cut-Off
Wellingter:, NV 89444

Lester Sceirine et al
P. O. Box 1013
Yerington, NV B8447

Arden, Evilo & .1, Gerbig
106628 Highway 335
Coleville, CA 6107

Terry & Margaret Hawkins
P. Q. Box 71
Castaic, CA 91384

Barron & Marilyn June Hilten
Flying M Cattie Co.
11 Pine Grove Foad
Yerington, NV B9447

Thomas F. & Louise A Jones
P. O. Box 60356
Pasadena, CA 31118

Steven M & Daebra S. Lehmer
10888 Oak Mesa Drive
Auburn, CA 95602

Lee A & Cheryl McCoy
P. O. Box 338
Bridgeport, CA 93517

The Estate of David Parraguirre
c/o Paul Parraguirre

804 Aguitaine Zt

Las Vegas, NV 89128

Lester & Connie Rosaschi
2930 State Route 338
Wellington, NV 89444

Sario Livestoex Ca.
1462 Douglas Averile
Gardnervijle, NV 89410

Seminole Sugar Corp.
Soncfili, Inc.

7437 Bear Mt. Bivd,
Bakersfield, CA 83313
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Mr. & Mrs. Norville W, Smitly
P. . Box ‘185
Coleviiie, CA 98107

Charles W. Strong
108200 Highway 395
Coleville, CA 28107

Sundance Cattle Company
7437 Bear Mt. Bivd.
Bakersfield CA 83313

Terschiuse Family Trus:
Robert William & Marie Louisa
Terschluse

845 Glenmere Way

Los Angleles, CA 90044

The Trust for Public Ltard -
Nelson Mathews, Legal Depr.
116 New Montgornery Si. #3200
San Francisco, CA 247105

United States of America
Bureau of Land Manage men!
785 North Main St., Suite E
Bishop, CA 93514

U.S. Indian rrigation Service
VWesiern Nevada Agency of BIA
1677 Hot Springs Road

Carson City, NV BS706

Robert E., Jr. & Debi |. Wasser
P. Q. Baox 178
Caleville, CA 96107

William M., Jr. & Rosemary F. Weaver
Wm. M. Weaver, Jr. Revacabie Trust
Agreament

2535 State Route 338

Wellington, NV 29444

State of California
Department of Fish & Game

109428 Highway 395

Coleville, CA 56107

Strosnider, inc.
P.O. Box 26
Smith, NV 89430

Sweetwater Land & Cattle Co.
2535 State Route 338
Wellington, NV 89444

John H, & Caroline H. Thacher
14€7 Grand Avenue
Oijai, CA 93023

Twelves Family Trust
c/o Roy Snyder
4164 5. Syracuse
Denver, CO 80237

U. S. Forest Service
Toiyabe National Forest
1200 Frankiin Way

Sparks, NV 88431

Jerry L. & Debra A. Vandebrake
109132 Highway 3985
Coleville, CA 96107

William M. Weaver, Jr.
510 State Route 338

Wellington, NV 89444

Gilbert C. Wederiz

c/e Jan Huggans

P.0. Box 597
Bridgeport, CA 83517

Jack F. & Nancy Stout
310 Chateau Drive
Carson City, NV 88701

Sundance Feedlot, Inc.
7437 Bear Mt. Bivd,
Bakersfisid, CA 23313

Donald & Barbara Terschiuse
31566 Railroad Canyon Rd #534
Canyon Lake, CA 825879446

Rachel Tholke Trust
/o Dawn Cooper
P Q. Box 166
Smith, NV 89430

© U.5. Bureau of | and Management

785 N. Main St., Suite E.
Bishop, CA 83514

U S. Forest Service
1200 Franklin Way
Sparks, NV 89431

Walker River Irrigation District
P.C. Box 820
Yeringion, NV 89447

William M. , Jr. & Rosemary F.
William M, Weaver Jr.
Revocable Trust Agreement
2535 State Route 338
Wellington, N 88444

Williams Trust

Durell and Virginia Williams
HC 64, Box 132
Lakeview, OR 578630
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WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION DISTRICT
Assessment List
September 30, 2000

Dennis J4. & Linda L.. Acciari
P O Box 36
Smith, NV 89430

Aiazzi Ranches
31 Aiazzi Lane
Yeringtor, NV 88447

Pete A. & Estelle M. Aiazzi
160 Densmore ane
Yerington, NV 89447

Witbert Angela Aiazzi
217 N. Whitacre: St.
Yerington, NV 89447

William E. & Florence M. Albee
10425 Red Rcock Rd.
Reno, NV B9506

Albright Famitv Trust
Samuel 2. & Cheryle J. Atbright, Co-
Trustees

F. Q. Box 62

Wellington, NV 89444

C. Fred Audridge
Terry L. Bunkowski
34 Rio Vista
Yerington, NV 88447

Edward A. Andrews Trust

Edward A. Andrews, Trustee
122 Hudson-Aurora Road
Smith, Nv 89430

Alton & Susan Anker
P. 0. Box 313
Weliington), NV 89444

Annett Ranch, a Limited Partnership
7 Mariette Dr.
Carson City, NV 89703

Loma Arcularius Trust Agreement
Lorna R. Arcularius, Trustee

1081 Ed Fowers Road

Bishop, CA 93514

Mark N. and Ceborah F. Arrighi
49 Fairway Dr
Yerington, NV 89447
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Arsenio Family Trust

Frank & Tillie Arsenio, Trustees
813 S. Moffett Road
Turlock, CA 85380

Kimberly L. Ash
627 E. J St
Ontario, CA 91764

C & J Attaway Family Trust

Jerry R. & Cheryl Murillo Attaway, Trustees
4949 Centennial Bivd.
Santa Clara, CA 96064

Eimo E. & Margot A. Aylor
Box 498 Highway 208
Yerington, NV 89447

Milton E. Bacon Jr. 1992 Trust
Milton Edward Bacon, Jr., Trustee

1675 Foothill Road

Gardnerville, NV 89410

Donald A. & Olga M. Balaam
#17 Campbell Lane
Yerington, NV 89447

David G. & Cynthia R. Bammer
16 Oid Ranch Rd.
Wellington, NV -89444

Roger L. Banta
608 Pearl St.
Yerington, NV 89447

Ronald T. & Syivia J. Banta
P. O. Box B66
Yerington, NV 89447

Baptist 1999 Family Trust
Joe Silvera Baptist i & Lorraine F. Baptist,
aka Lorraine Xavier Baptist, Trustees

100 Penrose Lane

Yerington, NV 89447

Bar Keystone Ranch, a General Partnership
P. O. Box 646
Carson City, NV 88702

Harriet H. Barber
138 N. Highway 95A
Yerington, NV 88447



